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HHi'n;  .on  op  ch  .thai.  i-:u no r a 


A critical  examination 
of  Adel  phi  Paocr  Ho. 100 


i’ o rt  I. cave  -.wo  rth , !.'  a.  mar: , 
fay  1075 
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1.  1 ‘itrouuctio;1 
. 'i’sctinl  ‘ipDocti; 
*.  :icc  tructuri ■ r. 

• Conclusioi.s 


..  I _ 


i.  j .'Ko.r/iTJO 


r> 


The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  critically  examine 

■%» 

itevcn  Ca'by’s  concept  for  an  improved  defense  of  Central 
urone.  Can.  by  believer'  that  the  imolomcbtatio’''  of  the  ‘‘ATO 
. Lrativv  oj'  flexible  resnonc  requires  conventional  military 
parity,  i.c.  the  ability  of  ...TO  to  successfully  defers  ami  us t 
a concentrated  hirh-speed  armored  offense  v.'ith  conventional 
means.  Conscquc:  tly  his  proposals  are  aimed  o.t  creating  a 
..TO  nosturc  red  def e^-sive  con, cent  which,  more  than  the  current 
o,  ex,  take  i'  to  account  the  mar.  itude  and  nature  of  the  throat, 
would  cl  ini  ate  tlie  presort  dectabilizi  i .y  asymetry  of  mi- 
litary power. 

Canby'c  coxiCept  is  rather  comprehensive  and  complex.  Its  main 
features  include: 

(1)  ho structuring  of  divisions:  more  and  much  smaller 

uivisio.  s,  Theater  woaoon.c  density  (mainly  AT  wcaoo.ns) , 
less  ’ urn  irl'artry,  less  "tail". 

(.')  Centralisation  of  combat  support  and  combat  service 
sun port. 

(3)  d socialisation  of  uiVi.  done:  counter  attack  divisions; 
defensive  divisions  and  anti-ta:  !c  cavalry  divisions. 

(4)  Jcrrc  alo  t the  border,  liyht  forward  defence, 

" Jhequerboard"  defense  astride  anticinated  axis  of 
an  vs  ce,  stro.r  reserves  in  depth. 

( v ) Unit  replacement  instead  of  individual  replacement. 

(u)  iixn.l  oitntio  of  tecinjol.oTical  developments  winch  by 
the i r i aturc  favor  tlie  defense. 


i’.ecau:  o of  river  co  st mints  only  selected,  particu- 
larly arable  rr.atic,  aspects  of  the  dan  by  model,  will  be  examined. 


■ r ;ii' 


'Ll'  'y  Ul°  ‘‘O  O':  1,1  (,  C 1 1)  ( I J i f*  t»,C 

1 ’ L ;'V ; 0 fi  Ul('  r"',rr. a,.i:ut!0  of  iorco:  . baser 

O'  the  examination  come  suyyestions  shall  bo  develo 
r-  ^ location  of  Can, by*  a concent. 


oped  lor 


T it  Ho-ilaceme > t 

There  are  serious  objections  to  Canby’c  proposal  that 
adort  the  Joviet  cyntem  of  u-  it  re Placcmc-  t.  Tina  ayatem 
(•■mien  l icidentiany  make4  possible  the  extreme  cu "trail aa- 
11 0"  Qi  COribat  rorvicn  support  which  Ca  .by  emphasises)  meet:; 
k l;  C0'  of  a riu^;  hat  tlefield.  The  bo vie to  use  tin 

oc/’.elor.  concent  in  the  offensive,  replacing  the  attacking 
ecneio"  as  it  becomes  worn  out.  It  is  a far  more  difficult 

" ti0  1,1  th0  dcf0:’-c-  Our  strategy  in  constrained  to 

o.,  .on, an.  deieise.  Tncrciore,  our  tactics  and  oraa u -n- 

U°  °°  t0  * -f 0 U’.vard  defense  - and  unit  rcolaccr^ut 

°°(i  t0  * forward  unit  in  contact  could 

oe^roy  tue  i>  teyrity  of  the  defensive  position. 

- -"Q-i  -’t  T fa  trv 

- li  ■■ 

h'cau  that  Canoy  considers  the  primary  threat  to  be 
1‘"0’  llir-h  -oeou,  usi  :r  selected  avo.jues  of  advance. 
l'  lr  ir  c'*rtai"ly  tno  *‘10~t  «a,  rcroun  threat,  o-e  mum 
r th;,t  thc  hn.uyor  is  o.,c  of  a breakthroughs  While  a 
— ”*t  .ronrii  will  be  exploited  by  trvks,  it  wm  ll  act  be  in- 


^ * J V'V. 

t!  L yfv  : by  them. 


p * 


. ;°r  t;orc  v/h0  hcivc  there,  the  u.  d.  area  south 

°*  *“1,  L'"L*  l::  tonJc  country , with  forests,  stein  alo.ioc, 

.,ie<i mm  Slier,  towns,  aid  numerous  small  streams.  Tie  terrain  be- 
-ones  ; ronvssively  more  suited  to  tanks  the  further  o..o  yets 
1 ,Vir'  l'':>  horuf;r’  but  l'01'0,-;tive  Positions  vail  initially  be  forced 


'■'V  j . n 1 1 fry.  Ttii;  nrobablo  n:n*  of  1 ■ i : r try  to  i.inl : f ? Liu:  1 itioi 
iruetrajoo  is  ot  co->ri"0.'  o 1 v to  tin*  H.  sector.  Ta  !:r;  will, 

not  lead  an  at  tael:  accross  the  hibe  River  in  the  .,orth,  or  through 
the  liar/.,  north  of  Kassel.  liven  in  the  remaining  /tap  — excellent 
tank  cou;  try  — barriers  and  built  no  areas  moot  necessitate  the 
lorward  use  of  iufavtry  --  of  course  snnrorted  bv  toiler.. 
i'r,  by  o ly  mo  -.tin  -cs  the  infantry  threat  briefly,  and  d mini  ore:: 
l1  somewhat  cavalierly  as  "inherently  slow  movii.y" , Ca:  by  further 
states  that  infantry  riyht  attacks  "are  really  only  useful  for 
u deriaininf  the  defense  before  a tank  thrust  — and  that  is  nre- 

' _olv  t ; *i c roj  t: 

Tin*  overriw'lifica"  .io*  a ul  o- e-sided- ess,  of  dauby's  throat  ova- 
luatio  bar  V to r him  to  co  ce-  trate  o . the  a ti-ta  •!:  canabi  1 i ty 
of  the  in fai  try  to  tiie  detriment  of  its  anti-infantry  capabili- 
ty. Ganby  proposes  a 7p0  man  i* fantry  battalion  with  7 5 major 
anti-tank  weapons.  By  rouyh  calculations,  this  would  leave  o :ly 
G foxhole  i;  fantrymen  i:  a squad,  as  opposed  to  the  B which,  vo 
, o\ • have.  Juch  a force  would  be  much  more  vul.  crablc  to  a.t  i.  fan- 
try  assault  - followed'  by  the  tanks. 

Precautions  must  be  taken  ayai.ust  such  overreact  ion,  or 
e orrabatioe  of  the  anti-ii  fan.try  capability,  since  it  would 
leave  our  defenses  one1  to  o:  o of  the  do  vie  t options.  .Vhile  uo- 
fo  ::<*  a ai  at  the  tm  ::  is  of  onranon..t  mnorta.  ce  to  .A TO , the 
ev  tec.,  oloyy  co  l'or::  this  capability  to  i’ l'a- try  formations. 
iK'  fc ■ r:e  a"ai  s.t  i fa*  try  , nov.ever,  remai  s a manpower  - it.te  .- 


sive  operation.  0 lv  i.  fa  try  oar  i"*lo,Vi  am  st  tufa  .try  — 
a task  . over  ca  ot,  a : an  anti-tank  force  ca  not. 


Pi  ••ratio  r*1  do  cent 

fccordi:,"  to  Caibv,  ATu  could  make  Go  divisions  avail- 
able io r the  defense  of  Ce.  tral  kurone.  Their  type  arm  state 


Cauby  rurrortr:  to  employ  there  CO  diviruo'io  ar$  lollowrss 
( rep  i i ■ virc 


-u- 
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h On teyory  I a.  ti-ta-.k  cav  divini.o  a screen  alo.  ^ the 
border. 

J.5  defensive  divisions  are  assigned  to  forward  defence. 
These  divisions  are  Cat.  II  divisions.  In  cane  of  a sur- 
prise attack  their  role  in  the  forward  defense  has  to  be 
assumed  by  Cat.  I counter  attack  divisions  which  - after 
wobi'iir.atio'  - would  then  have  to  be  relieved  by  the 
assign  ed  Cat.  II  divisions. 

3o  divisions  - most  of  them  defensive  divisions  of  the 
Cat.  II  and  111  - would  be  keot  in  yo-oral  reserve. 

They  would  be  employed  i.  a " chcquerboard"  defense  in 
the  death  of  a ticipateu  ocnctrations,  and  also  provide: 
roar  area  security. 

Vh  counter  attack  divisions  would  be  employed  to  destroy 
enemy  forces  penetrating  into  or  through  the  "chequer- 
board"  defence  or  to  conduct  major  counter  offenses. 


Tms  co  cent  has  severe  disadvantages: 

(1)  It  seems  unlikely  that  the  Cat.  II  divisions  assiyed 
to  forward  defense  would  ever  be  mobilised  and  cm- 
nloycd  early  caouyh  -o  fulfill  their  mission  from  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities.  It  must  be  assumed  that  the 
n'"'ressor  in  ows  the  CATO  concent  a:  d would  therefore 
nla  for  a surorise  attac!:.  Consequently  a major  por- 
tion of  the  Cat.  I counter  attack  divisions  would  have 
to  be-  employed  in  forward  defense.  Because  of  the 
vi'ic  fro.: tay.es  they  would  probably  be  worn  out  heavi- 
ly i:  their  attempt  to  defend  until  the  general  re- 
serve is  mobilised  and  their  redeployment  and  later 
use  as  counterattack  force  is  questiO’  able.  Their  re- 
lief by  Cat.  II  divisions  in  the  forward  defense  no- 
si  tions  cannot  realistically  be  assumed.  As  a result, 
iATU's  strongest,  present  forces  are  m uuncor  to  be 
defeated  piecemeal. 


■ 


(•')  darby’  s concept  non  :■  essentially  that  comparatively 
light  forces  , which  have  to  be  mobilized,  coaduct 
the  defense  forward  and  subsequently  in  the  "chequer- 
board" system,  whereas  the  heavy  peacetime  divisions 
are  boot  far  to  tite  rear,  mainly  in  a counterattack 
role.  This  is  'ot  acceotable  for  political  and  mili- 
tary reasons.  It  would  enable  the  aggressor  to  seize 
o.  great  cart  of  Germany  before  ;'AT0  would  commit  its 
strongest  forces.  The  aggressor  could  then,  e.g.  by 
threatening  with  d.j  escalation  ‘to  nuclear  war  • termi- 
• ate  the  conflict  using  the  occupied  territory  as  a 


(3)Ca.  by  allocates  a major  portion  of  the  manpower  avail- 
able in  peacetime  - about  or.c  third  - to  cadre  divi- 
sions. These  troops  could  not  be  used  for  the  initial 
defense  against  an  aggression  with  little  or  no  war  j- 
i'-g.  It  seems  that  the  creation  of  more  present  divi- 
siews  at  the  account  of  smaller  cadres  (rot  more  than. 
s-0/>)  would  be  more  advantapeous:  It  would  provide  for 
more  combat  power  available  at  any  given  time  and  yet 
ensure  adequate  planning,  preparation  and  execution 
of  a mobilization. 


( ) The  nro nosed  concept  dopen.de  heavily  on  the  assumption 


that  the  n<~" rcssor  is 


ni'i.  able 


main  avo- nor  of  approach.  If  he  would  choose  to  nono- 
tratc  elsewhere  - and  it  is  suggested  that  he  i-  fact 
has  this  option  - it  would  hardly  be  possible  to  move 
pc-  oral  reserve  n>  d orennro  the  "chequerboard"  ue- 
ic.;se  i j t time.  Cat. by' s claim  that  the  defender  ought 
to  concentrate  his  forces  as  much  as  he  aggressor, 
adapting  his  plans  to  tire  anticipated  offense  plan 
disregards  the  basic  differences  between  offense  a.d 
efcnce . 


3.  li’-IJTitllGTIlig  G 

The  essence  of  Can  by’  g restructuring  proposals  is  the 
croatio"  of  r division  slice  halve  the  sizo  of  the  present  one 
with  the  same  foxhole  r;tro:  ,"th  as  today.  V.’hile  it  ia  admitted 
that  the  present  structure  of  A TO  forces,  ir  particular  U.d. 
forces.,  allows  some  strcamlii  i ,'g  without  rcducii  g the  combat 
strength,  or.c  must  recognize  that  there  arc  certain  limitations* 


(l)  Mod  or1*  wcanono  systems  have  to  have  a considerable  lo- 
gistical back  un  to  provide  their  maximum  offectivc- 


(f)  Adequate  coqibat  an.d  combat  service  suoport  must  be  pro- 

}o  cJI  rOru,<ltiOtvi 

vidccl/yto  make  full  use  of  their  capabilities.  The  pro- 
nosed  cc.ntralized  combat  and  combat  service  support 
system  ir  which  the  austere  division  would  be  "plugged 
i’ " would  guarantee  adequate  support,  a/  d thus  maxi- 
mum effectiveness,  only  for  that  part  of  the  army  em- 
ployed at  the  point  of  main  effort.  This  in  not  accept- 
able because  formations  not  employed  at  the  point  of 
mair  effort  need  - since  they  normally  have  wider  sec- 
tors - as  much  support  as  others  to  fulfill  their 
missio’ . 


(_)  A rtro'g  co;  corn*,  rat  ion  of  combat  a.  d combat  service 
support  in  ccrtai'  threatened  areas  is  only  vinblc  if 
t lie  capability  exists  to  rapidly  shift  this  rnai • effort 
if  • ocesrary.  This  would  probably  not  work  i;  war. 

k 

(<!)  It  is  ui  roalistic^that  the  NATO  soldier  could  live  and 
fight  in  an  as  austere  environment  as  the  V/P  soldier 
can.  Tho  structure  of  the  armed  forces  have  necessari- 
ly take#  into  account  the  social  and  economic  structure 
of  the  country. 


-9- 

De tailed  calculations  an  to  what  +'\o  minimum  strength  of  a di- 
visional slice  could  be  under  present  conditions  were  wot  pos- 
sible. The  row  structure  of  the  brigade  80  (Figure  3)  shows 
what  the'' German  army  considers  to  be  necessary  in  a balanced 
major  combat  formation.  This  structure  is  characterized  by 
high  weapons  density  and  austere  support.  But  again,  to  be 
fully  effective  this  brigade  depends  on  sufficient  combat 
and  combat  service  support  from  higher  commands. 

The  U.o.  Army  in  Fu.ro  oc  has  undergone  come  restructuring 
r^cctlv,  to  include  the  conversion  to  h-serics  TOB,  creation 
of  a "cv,'  ta*1!:  battalion  in  the  mechanized  divisions,  elimi:  a- 
tio  ox  some  licadouarters.  and  the  !u;  n Amendment  restructuring. 


r> 
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Thn  fu  ictio’  of  main  to  n^ce  may  serve  to  illustrate 
sowc  points  relative  to  centralization  of  combat  30rvi.ee 
sunport. 


A mechanized  infa’  try  battalion  has  17?  vehicles,  vary- 
] r.  from  fro:  t lir  e ambulances  to  tank  retrievers  (figure  4). 

,pho  bait  alio:  also  has  a wide  variety  of  communications,  r round. 

:. urvcillancc,  armaments,  generators , a:  ci  other  equipment  re- 
quiring maintenance  by  trained  specialists. 

A ‘Jovict  battalion  has  30  of  ore  type  of  armored  ocr- 
r*. o ’ ■ : el  carrier,  a half  dozen  odd  wheeled  vehicles,  the  radios 
a d v.'car.o  s o.-  the  vehicles,  and  the  individual  soldiers'  equip- 
ment. All  mortars,  surveillance,  medical  support,  mess',  trans- 
portation, etc.,  are  provided  by  the  regiment. 

Little  wo*  dor  then,  that  U.O.  battalions  and  companies 
have  organic  naintcnai  cc  perso: "cl  — they  arc  designed  to  fight 
i.  depci  dontly.  The  Govict  battalion  cannot  fight  without  re- 
inforcement. The  basic  combined  arms  tear:1,  of  the  Soviet  Army 
is  the  regiment  — which  has  a sizeable  maintenance  organization. 

Mr*intci  ai.ee,  therefore,  is  a function  of  the  concept 
of  the  nut's  employment,  as  well  as  equipment  density.  Here 
da  by  is  ot  consistent:  He  wants  to  cc:tra]ir.c  maiute*  anco  at 
higher  levels,  but  warts  the  defense  organized  in  battalion/Co^Aa 
strong  noil  ts. 

In.  the  area  of  ammunition,  tho  Soviets  arc  definotcly 
more  cr  itralized : The  U.5.  combat  vehicles  carry  a greater  basic 
load,  a.  il  tho  U..’>.  battalion  curries  a far  greater  amotrt  of 
f'lasc  V in  its  organic  cuooort  platoon  trucks.  The  discacsioi 
u!'  aomn.  itio:  , however,  points  up  the  overall  consideration  of 
the  oi  fc.  sivc  i.  centralizing  support.  The  side  on  the  offensive 
cc.  nip.  the  time  and  place  of  the  attack,  and  coot  ammunition 


-12- 


accofii,  rly;  the  defensive  form  must  have 
i itio'  O'  ha' d at  all  points,  'o  itral  isiry 


the  necessary 
r.nnu:  itio  s 


in  the  defensive  would  be  to  accept  a high  risk 


aiiww- 

upport 
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fiouj?:-:  /. 


KQUIPK^T  PS’  31 TY 
( mechanized  infant ry ) 


U.3. 


30 VIST 


PG  vehicles 


10  vehicles 


trucks 
A TGI,! 

Mortars 

Comnunicatio.ii 


communications 


17-  vehicle: 


36  vehicles  (anorox) 


Rceon  Vehicles 

Command  ?ost  vehicles 

ATOM 

Mortars 

Radars 

mi3c.  wheeled  vehicles 
medical  support 
mess  support 
communications 


misc  wheeled  vehicle: 
Communications 


?50  vehicles  (anprox) 


Rccon  vchiclos 

Tanks 

ATGKt 

Mortars 

misc.  whoalcd  vehicle: 
medical  supoort 
mess  support 
Air  tieferoo  oquif’iao  t 


* 
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CO  CLi'dlO'd 


The  major  points  ir  Canny's  defense  are  interconnected. 
O'ico  a flaw  is  found  ir  one,  such  as  centralisation,  or  unit 
roplacemc'  t,  the  entire  structure  •tends  to  come  crashing  down, 
dn./by's  nurnosc,  however,  is  u:  assailable:  He  emphasises  the 
im  nor  tan  co  a,.d  benefits  of  toehi  domical  nro gross,  and  stresses 
the  need  to  interrate  technology  with  tactics  and  organisation 
to  provide  the  depth  and  reserves  which  are  now  lacking  ii * the 
1 A TO  clef  ci  so. 


'T; • cb  olo  "y  a (■  T actios : 

I’rese  t h.3.  defensive  doctrine  calls  for  several  belts 
of  forces  - covcri:  g force,  GO?,  CO?,  — forward  of  the  main, 
defensive  position.  This  is  not  a true  defense  in  depth,  how- 
ever, si  >oe  the  forward  forces  do  not  have  a defense  mission, 
but  o i c of  delay,  deception  ai  d intelligence  gathering,  : cw 
a1  tits  wcaoo'S  might  give  these  forces  an  attrition  canabili- 

k<\.C  * 

ty  but  it  is  ■ ot  being  fully  used.  Further,  as  \ stated  earlier 
it  is  most  likely  that  the  initial  defensive  nositio's  will  be 
attac!:cd  by  infantry,  and  our  most  forward  force  — the  Cav  — 
has  a poor  a:  ti-irfantry  capability,  particularly  in  periods 
of  reciucei  visibility  or  in  forested  or  build-uo  areas. 


The  attrition  missio.  must  be  ctrcsr.ou,  and  additional 
force:  must  be  allocated  to  the  forces  forward  of  the  FFDA. 

In.fa  ir,  with  its  new  AT  capability  must  be  provided  to  the 
cornu  ■ force,  to  free  the  Jhcridans  to  maneuver  against  de- 
velop! • ta*  !:  nenetrations,  Presently  there  is  an  unwilling'  ess 
to  nrovi.de  strong  forces  to  these  echelons,  ni-  ce  losses  must 
nil i mainly  be  borne  bV  the  already  thin  reserve. 


Tiic  creation  of  additional  brigade  sized  units  now 
u-dov  \.vv  — the  r ev/  German  brigades  and  the  two  n.b.  brigades 
bon  for  duronc  (at  least  one  of  which  will  be  in  the  ORTH AG 
nr  u.,<  '..-ild  be  ideal  for  an  improved  forward  of  the  PCD  A attri- 
m.  i ability. 


1 10  c 


_ I 


, ,,-iti  ' — - 1 0«c.  .hr.,;  her.,  W:r!  0, 

; ° 10  l,lfai>try  *W«  (Br°"°r.)  to  the  i ■ vo; : to ry 

- °f—  - - 

f 1 ( ■ •-■  0 * o T * 9 £"!  i t ) f o , ) !•  |.  j.  _ n • 

- tr"'  •au.,1,.0  ■ i rorervo  roopir,,;- 

r;  ° provi"c  itn  ov;  •»«-** Brovi„,  uo_ 

°:,th  °r  0C0UW  b..ooki;.n  position,  v/ith  the  Dre.ro - 

iTTZZ  r~T  i,f?  tattaUCi',a  AT  .v/caponc  i„  reco™ 

T.i  '.-...to  — rr.’i eh  lii-,-»  i ^ p -i  , r- 
,,,.  i..o .1.  <f  .iriiiiorv  i ror:pv’vn 

° t op.l.io ■ AT  t-1  atoc  • ( 1 M , , 

„ - U'  n)  be  hotter  OMOIOVOO 

f.jo  bntSlin  rhln  oUU  1 oavo 

, ' ^Oo  a,  u b l0>*  ( organic  to  coiaoa  dp- 1 

for  bloc2:i,.r  miaciona.  ' - X^j) 


M Co,1'"l"r  r1i  1''~1"ni1h,  vdth  i?  to;/ 

0 t.;;  , ou-  *o  eacl.  noch  battalio-  o ■ the  ?r;« 

'^'L  ' " oritloal  --  or  httaciimc:  t of  t;,o 

titlZ  " °f  th°  ' ^ “ - =~ly  oo  - 


bjr 


“hor;c  P-I’O  ooijr  tv;0  Of  fie  v;o—  i ,,no' 

tir-1  ...  ,v  1 uai0:1  prencMt  tac- 

' '*  •1"a'jl°  frounu  tactico  c','>  bo  o in-it  i 

t:-oh  olo <~y . “ " ' ^uapted  to  improved 


alter,  at. i. vc  operational  co:  cent 

■v 

■ fv  h”'r  use  of  mobilir.alio'  lore  or:  i liir*  ; : L'entc-yic 
. i ce-'t  as.  ‘-'.'.r  i :r i forward  defe  so  .force  ir;  ot  co  vi.nci  ", 

. r roe ::o  r;  d,i  scussch  earlier.  A alternative  which  would  i - 
cor oo rate  many  of  dauby' c surycstio.is  could  bo  as  i'ollowi  y : 

.see  firurc  5) 

- .’nrv:aivi  •’ei'o.  cc  v:iti'.  all  ^rnso  t ( aivto red  a ".'  meeds  ’ir.cd) 
fomatio’ s,  i.  cludi •"  a sc  roc  oj‘  ret- forced  Cav  di- 

vis  Lo  a:. 

- Pro Duration  of  a coco,  d no-Tn-so  bni  l by  AT  heavy 

i;  fantry  divisions.  (These  infantry  divisions  would 
i-  oca.cc time  be  field  at  cadre  strength  of  lcu  t--  ?.Q 
r.erce  t and  bo  mobilised  i * ■ ai  emoryo:  cy ) . 0 ly  if 
the  forward  defe  sc  would  :o  lo’Tcr  be  tc cable , t .c 
an. torch  forcer,  would  bo  withdraw  • throuyh  too  recc  n 
defe  ,r.c  belt,  and,  alter  rcyencratio1  , become  the  re- 
serve. 

To  moot  the  /creator  thre.at  alo:\y  probable  avenues  of 
r - 'roach,  arrower  s>.  ctorr  would  bo  a.sriyncd  i • those 
art'ar,  a*  a particularly  well  eouin  -ed  and  trai  ed 
di.visio  s would  bo  selected  for  their  defense. 


Th.e  no  si.  in  lortant  advantage  oi-  this  co  ,c»»ot  ayai*  r-t  the 
Cm  by  ;>La  • ir  that  it  calls  for  a . tro.  y forward  defe-  so  uni  i • 
k all  o i vi : 'io  s oooratioral  i ■ ■ neacctimo.  Or ly  a consarati voly 

"•  small  nortio  of  the  active  troops  would  be  used  as.  cadres  to 

Jt 

| . .ai.tm  toe  mobilisation  divisions.  The  concept  would  bo  less 
• do  d i.  n tii tel y wan  i'>r  a.td  yive  the  cadre  units  time  for 

1 Mobil,  i ratio.'.  f»tro'  r reserves  would  be  available  in  do  nth  if 
tiiC  forward  dofo  sc  should  t ot  hold. 


